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Collision integrals for various modes of lattice scattering for nonparabolic semiconductors
with an arbitrary degree of degeneracy of charge carriers have been derived, taking Pauli’s
exclusion principle into account. These expressions are used to obtain the isotropic part of
the momentum distribution function of transport carriers subjected to a dec field for different
cases of interest. This formulation avoids the use of the concept of effective carrier tempera-
ture in the calculation of transport and other properties of arbitrarily degenerate semiconduc-
tors. It is pointed out that the assumed form of the distribution function with effective carrier
temperature and drift velocity in the case of parabolic piezoelectric semiconductors, which is
used to investigate acoustic-wave amplification in the presence of high dc fields, is not justi-
fied for a wide upper range of applied dc fields. This is so because above a certain critical
value of the dc field the distribution function obtained by solving the Boltzmann transfer equa-
tion is not normalizable. It is shown that the distribution function corresponding to the piezo-
electric mode of lattice scattering can be normalized for any finite value of the applied dc field
if the nonparabolicity of energy bands is taken into account (apart from the influence of non-

equilibrium phonons on the normalization of the carrier distribution function).

I. INTRODUCTION

In an earlier communication® (which will be re-
ferred to as I) it is emphasized that the knowledge
of the collision term in the Boltzmann transfer
equation is essential for an adequate analytical
investigation of transport phenomena and other
properties of semiconductors, particularly in the
presence of high dc fields. In the absence of the
knowledge of this collision term, the hot-carrier
phenomena in degenerate semiconductors have
been analyzed by using the concept of effective
carrier temperature.2”® This approach has led
to many interesting results, but suffers from the
weakness of the basic assumption that the form of
the isotropic part of the distribution function re-
mains unchanged on the application of an electric
field. In the case of nondegenerate simple-model
semiconductors, the results obtained on the as-
sumption of effective carrier temperature are at
considerable variance with those obtained by
solving the Boltzmann transfer equation with the
corresponding collision term. ® In I the authors
have presented a derivation of collision integrals
for different modes of lattice scattering for semi-
conductors with parabolic energy bands, taking
into account Pauli’s exclusion principle and hence,
degeneracy.

It is well known that the conduction bands of
many semiconductors of immense practical utility
(e.g., -V"®and I1-VI® compounds) are non-
parabolic. Nonparabolic energy-momentum re-
lationships are shown to have a very significant
influence on the magnitude, %% ! and in some

|2

cases, even on the sign of the transport coeffi-
cients.!? Hence, in this paper the authors have
derived the collision operators and isotropic parts
of the carrier energy distribution function corres-
ponding to various modes of lattice scattering,
taking into account Pauli’s exclusion principle
(i.e., degeneracy) and the realistic nonparabolic
energy-band structure.

The Maxwell-Boltzmann (MB) distribution func-
tion is obtained from the Fermi-Dirac (FD) dis-
tribution function by making use of the fact that
the Fermi level lies much below (>4K,T) the bot-
tom of the conduction band in nondegenerate semi-
conductors, and hence many of the properties of
nondegenerate semiconductors are independent of
carrier concentration. In fact, the effectiveness
of the approximation for applicability of MB dis-
tribution to fermions (charge carriers) is also
determined by the energy dependence of the quan-
tity for which we need an average over the distri-
bution function. The considerations of nonparabol-
icity introduce additional energy dependances. It
is therefore desirable that Pauli’s exclusion prin-
ciple be included in the derivation of distribution
function in the case of nonparabolic semiconduc-
tors, even for the cases where the Fermi level
lies 4K T or more below the bottom of the con-
duction band.

Laikhtman®® has investigated the distribution
function of carrier energy in the nondegenerate
simple-model semiconductors. He has concluded
that the distribution function cannot be normalized
for dc fields higher than some critical value de-
termined by the parameters of the medium which
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is about 1 V/cm. at 4 °K and about 50 V/cm at
room temperatures for a typical piezoelectric
semiconductor. It is experimentally well estab-
lished that the carriers do not escape out of the
sample when dc fields exceeding the above men-
tioned fields are applied to piezoelectric semi-
conductors to impart supersonic velocities to the
carriers for obtaining amplification of the acous-
tic waves.'* The theoretical analyses of acoustic
wave amplification in piezoelectric semiconduc-
tors due to carrier drift are based on either the
elementary approach’® !® or on an assumed form
of the isotropic part of distribution function. 7~20
The isotropic part of the carrier distribution func-
tion has not been obtained by solving equations for
electrons and phonons for the hot-electron case.
The assumed form of the distribution function is
not at all justified in the range of fields where the
distribution function can not be normalized even
if we allow for the use of the concept of effective
carrier temperature and drift velocity. It is
shown in the present paper that the carrier mo-
mentum distribution function in a piezoelectric
semiconductor can be normalized for all finite
values of the externally applied dc field if the non-
]
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parabolicity of energy bands®*? is taken into
account, irrespective of the extent of degeneracy
of the charge carriers. Similar results for non-
degenerate semiconductors have been obtained for
the polar optical mode of the lattice scattering by
Matz?? and Dykmann and Tomchuk.?

We present in Sec. II the general derivation of
the collision operator taking into account Pauli’s
exclusion principle and nonparabolicity of the en-
ergy bands. The inelasticity of the carrier lattice
interaction is explicitly taken into account. To
facilitiate the derivation of the collision operator,
the high-temperature approximation has been used.
In Sec. III we obtain the collision integrals and the
distribution function (in the presence of a dc field)
corresponding to various modes of the lattice scat-
tering. In Sec. IV we briefly summarize the con-
clusions drawn in this paper.

II. COLLISION OPERATOR

The general expression for the rate of change of
the distribution function f; due to the interaction
between carriers and the lattice given by Con-
well?®* may be modified so as to include Pauli’s
exclusion principles; thus following I one obtains

o) _ zﬁ—" Za)[](E,N¢+1|H'IE+3,N3)[25(EE ~Eg, g+ 7w f&+D] - [1 -£(K)]
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where k and § are the electron and phonon wave vectors, respectively, and the quantity (2m/7) (K’ | H’ k) |2
X8(E, — E,) gives the probability per unit time that a carrier is scattered in the state kK’ from its initial
state k. Thus the four terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (1) correspond, respectively, to the following:
(i) The carrier may be scattered into the state k from a state -l;+a by the emission of a phonon. (ii) The
carrier may be scattered into the state Kk from a state K —{ by absorption of a phonon. (iii) The carrier
may be scattered out of the state K into a state k - d by emission of a phonon. (iv) The carrier may be
scattered out of the state k into a state E+a by absorption of a phonon. Njis the equilibrium phonon dis-
tribution. We convert the summation over q to an integration over q, 0, and ¢ in Eq. (1) and obtain
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where Cy describes the transition probability due
to the electron-phonon interaction and depends
upon the lattice mode, Xg= g/koT, Xisg=Eg
—Eg,qFiwg , and V is the crystal volume. The
limits of integration g iy, min OVEr g are obtained
by considering the fact that the argument of the

C@N4[ £k -7) - (1 —f®) =R -7k - ) expxe - 6(xz- 1) qqu} ,

@)

r
6 function should vanish in the entire range of in-

tegration. The integration over 6 in Eq. (2) is re-
placed by an integration over the energy. For
further analysis, we consider the spherical energy
surfaces and the following relationship between
wave vector and energy of the carrier due to
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Kane:

75=m2/2m=Ek(1 +Ek/Eg) ) (3)

where m is the band-edge mass, and E, is the en-
ergy gap. For parabolic energy bands yy=Eg (ob-
tained by letting E,~«). According to Eq. (3) we
have

YE¢¢=7i+7qi(ﬁ2/m)kq cosb , (4)

and on differentiating Eq. (4) we obtain

. m\ (dvgsg
sinfdo =¥ (ﬁqu> (ﬁ) dE3j,¢ . (5)

As discussed by Kolodziejaczak, 2° the integration
over 6 in Eq. (2) can be replaced by an integration
over Eg, 4 with the new limits of integration +L
where L = 7i%kq/m. Because of the properties of
the 6 function these limits can be replaced by £,
]

().
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We consider the case of externally applied dc
fields for which the drift velocity of carriers is
much smaller than their thermal velocity, and
hence we make the following expansion of the dis-
tribution function:

F&®) =fo(Bp) +krg(ED) 6)

where & is the carrier wave vector in the direction
of the dc field and f; and kzg are the isotropic
and anisotropic parts of the distribution function,
respectively. We substitue Egs. (5) and (6) into
Eq. (2) and make use of the high-temperature ap-
proximation, i.e., 7wz<k,T and also 7wg<< Ey,
since at high temperatures very slow electrons
for which E, < 7wz make a negligible contribution
to the transport processes; thus we may expand
fo(ki D, gk+q), and expxz in the power series of
7wg. We finally obtain the following collision
term:

R ([ o] e

(&) (e fo)>(L;
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.
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min
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where the primes denote differentiation with respect
to energy E.

III. DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION

The Boltzmann transfer equation for the carrier
momentum distribution function is

<_§—ft—>ﬁeld +(%—{> coll =0 ’ (8)

where (38f /8£)4;014 is Written as usual®® as
zy-1/2 & 4 (gys/z)) ,

(a > ( - fo+
at field h‘y mkyT ot
(9)

where — e is the charge of electron, F is the ex-
ternally applied dc field, x=E/kT, y =v/kyT, and

'
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(7p)

the primes denote differentiation with respect to
the dimensionless energy x.

A. Acoustic-Mode Scattering

In the case of acoustic modes we have®®

wg=u,q and C(q)=E2lwy/2pVul5 , (10a)
where u,; is the velocity of sound, E, is the band-
edge shift per unit dilation, and p is the density of
the crystal.

The limits of integration in the Eqs. (7a) and
(7b) are obtained in Ref. 25 as follows:

’ Y & S
qmin_qmin_o ’

7
q{mx=2k+2m—u’- vy’ and q:,;x=2k-g-n-%’y— .

7 (10b)
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Substituting Eqs. (10a) and (10b) into Eqgs. (7a)
and (7b), we obtain the following collision opera-
tor:

<g> =C,y _1/2 ’- 1 {yz '2 [ fo +/o(1 —fo)]}

~ 0.9 * kpg (11)

where
C,=2V2 Efm®/*(kyT)" % /mpnr*

and
0a= V2 E2m® (kT % /npi*u?

It is seen from Eq. (11) that the collision operation

corresponding to the isotropic part of the distribu-
tion function vanishes if we substitute the equilib-
rium distribution function f,=1/(1 +€*"") (as ex-
pected), where 7 is the dimensionless Fermi en-
ergy Ep/kyT.

We substitute Eqs. (11) and (9) into Eq. (8) and
obtain the following two equations after separating
isotropic and anisotropic parts:

C {yz '2 fo +fo(1 _fu) }+3(€F/77)y3/2
and
Voad ' 2'g =eFli/mk,Ty'~ f) . (12b)

After eliminating g between Eqs. (12a) and (12b)
we obtain

yy" [ fd +fo(l =f) ]+ pafd =0 , (13)
with the solution

fo= L+ " T)-1

=0 (12a)

where
Ilzpafdx/(l +e* 1y
pa=2e2F2 /vy, Cmk,T

and 7 is the dimensionless Fermi energy when
p.=0. For the nondegenerate case we may let n

- —, 1In addition, for the parabolic nondegenerate
case we may put y=x. It is then seen that for a
simple-model nondegenerate semiconductor the
expression for f,, given by Eq. (14), reduces to
fo=(x+p)’e e *, given by Yamashita and Watanabe®”
and with the same substitution, Eq. (11) reduces to

(14)

the corresponding equation given by those authors. 2

B. Piezoelectric-Mode Scattering

In the case of the piezoelectric mode of lattice
scattering we have?®

wg=u,q and C(q)= 8nre?ful /pVeiw, , (15)
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where € is the dielectric constant and g is the
piezoelectric constant assumed to be isotropic for
simplicity. Because of the ¢ dependence of wy as
in the case of an acoustic mode,the limits of in-
tegration in Egs. (7a) and (7b) are given by Eq.
(10b). Substituting Egs. (15) and (10b) into Egs.
(7a) and (7b), we obtain the following collision op-
erator:

(3F) =Cor ™29 G by st =10

c

V¥ 2 kg (16)

where

Cpo= 16v2 m® 2% e?6%/pel ®(ko T)'/

and
Vope = 8V2 mm*/ 2B (kg T)Y 2/p el 1

We substitute Eqs. (16) and (9) into Eq. (8) and
obtain two equations after separating isotropic and
anisotropic parts of the resulting equation. After
eliminating g between these two equations we ob-
tain

V4SS +fo(1=f)] +penfs =0 (17)
with the solution

fo=(1+efmmt | (18)
where

L=[ [ /6" +p.y)]dx
and

Pe=3€ F? /v C em(koT)

For the case of nondegenerate parabolic semi-
conductors, f, given by Eq. (18) reduces to that
given by Laikhtman!® and is as follows:

fo=(x+1/p,)t /%, (19)

As discussed by Laikhtman, '3 £, given by Eq.
(19) cannot be normalized for fields given by

p.>1/(9607B), (20)

where B~1. For a typical piezoelectric semicon-
ductor the critical value of field strength is about
1V/cm at 4 °K and 50 V/cm at 300 °K.

From Egs. (18) and (18a) it is seen that [y x!/2f,
X dx is finite for any value of p, and 7. Thus, for
the case of nonparabolic energy bands expressed
by Eq. (3) the carrier momentum distribution
function for piezoelectric semiconductors can be
normalized for any finite value of the externally
applied dc fields and for arbitrary degeneracy of
charge carriers. The effectiveness of the piezo-
electric mode of lattice scattering is determined
by the average energy of charge carriers through
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energy dependence of the corresponding collision
frequency at any value of the externally applied
dc field.

The normalizability of the distribution function
because of the band nonparabolicity may be inter-
preted as follows. The effective mass of the car-
rier increases with its energy; effective mass be-
comes infinite for infinite energy of the carrier.
An increase in the effective mass implies corres-
ponding decrease in the effective velocity® of the
carrier with a particular energy. We expect the
distribution function to have maxima at some par-
ticular effective velocity of carriers and then it
goes on decreasing with further increase in the ef-
fective velocity. By normalizability of the distri-
bution function we mean that there are no carriers
with infinite effective velocities. The influence of
the band nonparabolicity is to enforce an effective
velocity distribution which is normalizable - the
area under the curve of the distribution function
versus the effective carrier velocity is finite,

In the present investigation the phonon distribu-
tion function is assumed to be in thermal equilibri-
um. Under the conditions of acoustic-wave ampli-
fication, an appreciable phonon flux is generated.
The considerations of phonon flux generation may
also lead to normalization of the carrier velocity
distribution function apart from the consideration
of band nonparabolicity undertaken here.

C. Polar Optical-Mode Scattering

In the case of the polar mode of lattice scatter-
ing, we have®

wg=w, and C(q)=217%Ey/Vmg?, (21a)

where

eEy= (me®nw,/h?)(1/e ) - (1/€,)];

w, is the longitudinal optical-mode frequency, and
€. and €, are high-frequency and static dielectric
constants of the medium. The limits of integration
in the Egs. (7a) and (7b) are obtained in Ref. 25 as
follows:

Imin= min= v/ 2)(liw e /y)

21b
and ( )

qun,ax: 2k - qr;,in .

Substituting Egs. (21a) and (21b) into Egs. (7a) and
(7b), we obtain the following collision operator:

qunax:' 2k + Qx;in)

9
(:;) Cpov-l /2, 1= 1_.{v'2 f0+fo(1 fo) 1n 4%)}
- Vono y 12y (22)

provided x;<< 1 (high-temperature approximation),
and where

Cpo= €Egx2(2mkyT) ™ /2(e®/T — 1)1,

Voo = V2eE(mlT) ™ #(e®/T - 1),

-1 1_1

Yo=yx5y xo=Tw,/kyT

and © is the Debye temperature.

From the Egs. (22), (9), and (8) we obtain the
following equation:

" m@Yo) fo+ foll = fo)l+ bpo vfo= 0, (23)
with the solution

fo=(L+e'*) 1, (24)
where

L= dx
3-] 1+ 2(F/E,Py2/[ v *In(aY,)]

and
Dpo= 3F/Ey).

For the nondegenerate nonparabolic semiconductors,
f, given by Eq. (24) reduces to that given by Matz??
and Dykman and Tomchuk?®®

D. Nonpolar Optical-Mode Scattering

In the case of nonpolar optical mode of lattice
scattering we have?®

wg=w, and C(q)=E%y, fw,/2Vpus, (25)

where w, is the frequency of the nonpolar optical
mode of lattice vibration. The limits of integra-
tion in the Egs. (7a) and (7b) for this case are
those given by Eq. (21b) if w, is replaced by wy.
Substituting these limits and Eq. (25) in the Egs.
(7a) and (7b) we obtain the following collision op-
erator:

("Z"];‘) - Cop -1 /Zy 11 2 {rvv f0 +f0(1 fO)]}

o172t
= VoV "V kg,

provide x3<< 1 and where

Cop= m> B3, wi/2vV21i%pul (ko T)' /2,
vep=m 2k T 2E2, V21T pud?

E%DP=DfK2u%/w(2) > %= Two/koT

K is the first reciprocal vector of lattice, and D,
is the coupling constant between electrons and
nonpolar optical mode of lattice vibration. From
the Eqgs. (26), (9), and (8) we obtain the following
equation:
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y,4[fn)'+fo(1 "fo)] + Popfolz 0,
with solution

fo= (L+ef)t
where

Ii= [ adx/(y"*+ pyy)
and

Dop= 262 F2/3vg, Cgy myT

The distribution function corresponding to any

case of mixed scattering can be obtained by using
the above derived collision integrals and following
the standard techniques.! A derivation of Brooks-
Herring formula® for ionized impurity scattering
including explicitly the nonparabolicity of energy
bands will be presented separately.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have derived the expressions for collision
integrals corresponding to various modes of the
lattice scattering taking into account Pauli’s ex-
clusion principle and the realistic nonparabolic
energy-band structure particularly appropriate to
III -V semiconductors. The energy surfaces are
assumed to be spherical. These expressions are
used to obtain the carrier momentum distribution
function in the presence of a dc field for the case
of arbitrary degeneracy of charge carriers.
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This formulation avoids the use of the concept of
effective carrier temperature in the calculation of
transport properties of semiconductors with arbi-
trary degeneracy of the charge carriers and non-
parabolic energy bands.

It may be pointed out that the usually assumed
form of the electron velocity distribution function
(i.e., a Fermi-Dirac distribution with an effective
carrier temperature), which is employed in many
investigations, is not justified. It is because of
this fact that the distribution function of carrier
velocities in simple-model piezoelectric semi-
conductors obtained by solving the Boltzmann-
transfer equation in the presence of dc fields with
appropriate collision term can not be normalized
for fields greater than some critical value. It is
shown that for the above case the distribution
function can be normalized for any finite value of
applied dc fields if the nonparabolicity of energy
bands is taken into account apart from the influ-
ence of nonequilibrium phonons.
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